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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications. Amendment received 8/3 1/05. 

2. Claims 1-3, 9-13, 18-27, and 30-35, are pending in the application. Claims 1, 9, 10, 11, 
18, 19, and 20, are independent claims. 

3. Claims 1-3, 9, 18-27, 30, 31, 34, and 35, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated over LaStrange have been withdrawn pursuant to applicant's amendment. Claims 10, 
11, 12, 13, 32, and 33, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LaStrange in 
view of Fagioli have been withdrawn pursuant to applicant's amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 9, 18-27, 30, 31, 34, and 35, are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaStrange et al M USPN 5,784,058 filed (5/28/04) in view of Rivette et ah, 
USPN 5,623,679. 

In reference to independent claim 1 and 18, LaStrange teaches: 

A first and second document text displayed simultaneously while maintaining the 
single navigational focus (see Figure 5 and column 5, lines 25-45). The figure illustrates a link 
within the first document, which specifies the second document text. Furthermore, the reference 
discloses the enabling of a sticky page feature, which maintains the current display page of the 
browser and creates a second display page next to the first display page. This second page causes 
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a shift in the navigational focus to the second document. See column 3, lines 57-67. Figure 5 
illustrates a pinning process utilized within the web page that causes a change from a first 
document context to a second document context and therefore changes a navigational view from 
a user's point of view. The broad nature of the term 'navigational focus\ without any further 
description of how the 'navigational focus' is generated or what the "navigational focus' 
provides, other than two pages on the same display, leaves such a term open to interpretation 
based on the claim language. Because the sticky page feature is user controllable through the 
switch represented by the push pin, the user determines which pages within the browser should 
be persistently maintained on the computer display (compare to "displaying a second document 
context simultaneously with the first document context while maintaining the single 
navigational focus"). The reference discloses that use of the sticky page feature could be 
repeated as many times as the user requires. Therefore, while Figure 2-5 illustrate two windows 
simultaneously displayed, it will be understood that the present invention would permit a user to 
simultaneously display any number of windows without overriding the content of the windows 
having a depressed push pin symbol therein. However, LaStrange fails to teach a single 
navigational focus, which calls for a single set of navigational controls in a user interface 
configured to control all contexts within a frame of the display when the contexts are the subject 
of the single navigational focus. Figure 30, of Rivette, illustrates a common navigational control 
in the user interface to control the second document context in the second frame. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of LasStrange and Rivette 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the distinct browser control features 
taught by LaStrange and provide a control feature that would allow a user to manipulate both 
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frames with one control or button and provide a easily recognizable control feature for 
manipulating documents. 

In reference to dependent claim 2, LaStrange teaches: 

The user selectively retains the display of the first web page while simultaneously 
viewing the contents of the second web page. See column 4, lines 33-36. 
In reference to dependent claim 3, LaStrange teaches: 

The web page can contain hyperlinks, which provide the user with a means to load 
another web page into the browser. Hyperlinks are associated with URL addresses pointing to 
unique locations of information in the computing network. See column 4, lines 1-8. 
In reference to independent claim 9 and 19, Lastrange teaches: 

A first and second document text displayed simultaneously while maintaining the single 
navigational focus (see Figure 5 and column 5, lines 25-45). The figure illustrates a link within 
the first document, which specifies the second document text. Furthermore, the reference 
discloses the enabling of a sticky page feature, which maintains the current display page of the 
browser and creates a second display page next to the first display page. This second page causes 
a shift in the navigational focus to the second document. See column 3, lines 57-67. Figure 5 
illustrates a pinning process utilized within the web page that causes a change from a first 
document context to a second document context and therefore changes a navigational view from 
a user's point of view. 

Finally, Figure 5 demonstrates a first and second document displayed within one 
navigational focus. The fist document includes an index of links within the body of the page that 
could be used for expanding the page pinning process of LaStrange. 
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In reference to independent claim 20, LaStrange teaches: 

A first and second document text displayed simultaneously while maintaining the single 
navigational focus (see Figure 5 and column 5, lines 25-45). The figure illustrates a link within 
the first document, which specifies the second document text. Furthermore, the reference 
discloses the enabling of a sticky page feature, which maintains the current display page of the 
browser and creates a second display page next to the first display page. This second page causes 
a shift in the navigational focus to the second document. See column 3, lines 57-67. Figure 5 
illustrates a pinning process utilized within the web page that causes a change from a first 
document context to a second document context and therefore changes a navigational view from 
a user's point of view. 

Figure 5 demonstrates a first and second document displayed within one navigational 
focus. The fist document includes an index of links within the body of the page that could be 
used for expanding the page pinning process of LaStrange. 

Finally, while Figure 5 illustrates the first and second browser windows being 
substantially adjacent to one another, it will also be understood to one of ordinary skill in the art 
that these pages could be overlapped or reduced in size either programmatically or at the user's 
control The particular implementation of the window sizing and positioning is a matter of choice 
(compare to " displaying at least a portion of the first context as a pinned page overlay ed on the 
first context while maintaining the single navigational focus"). See column 4, lines 42-55. 
In reference to dependent claim 21, LaStrange teaches: 

The user selectively retains the display of the first web page while simultaneously 
viewing the contents of the second web page. See column 4, lines 33-36. 
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In reference to dependent claim 22, LaStrange teaches: 

The web page can contain hyperlinks, which provide the user with a means to load 
another web page into the browser. Hyperlinks are associated with URL addresses pointing to 
unique locations of information in the computing network. See column 4, lines 1-8. 
In reference to dependent claim 23, LaStrange teaches: 

A sticky page pushpin symbol is displayed within the browser as a user controllable 
switch. See column 3, lines 45-50. 
In reference to dependent claim 24, LaStrange teaches: 

Operation returns control to operation so that the new browser window presently 
displayed with the second web page can also utilize the sticky page feature of the present 
invention. See column 5, lines 33-36. 
In reference to dependent claim 25, LaStrange teaches: 

If operation determines that the sticky page flag has not been set, then operation loads the 
URL associated with the hyperlink into the current window. Operation then displays the second 
web page in the current window by overriding the display of the first web page. See column 5, 
lines 43-50. 

In reference to dependent claim 26, LaStrange teaches: 

Figure 5 illustrates various commands within each document context that can be selected 
by a user. See LaStrange, Figure 5. 
In reference to dependent claim 27, LaStrange teaches: 

Figure 5 illustrates various commands within each document context that can be selected 
by a user. See LaStrange, Figure 5. 
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In reference to dependent claim 30, LaStrange teaches: 

Figure illustrates various links within the body of the web page along with corresponding 
text associated with the above-mentioned links, which includes 'Header' and 'PAGE 1 
CONTENTS'. 

In reference to dependent claim 31, LaStrange teaches: 

The operations could be repeated as many times as the user requires. Therefore, it will be 
understood that the present invention would permit a user to simultaneously display any number 
of windows without overriding the content of the windows having a depressed pushpin symbol 
therein. See column 5, lines 35-45. 
In reference to dependent claim 34, LaStrange teaches: 

The web page can contain hyperlinks, which provide the user with a means to load 
another web page into the browser. Hyperlinks are associated with URL addresses pointing to 
unique locations of information in the computing network. See column 4, lines 1-8. 
In reference to dependent claim 35, LaStrange teaches: 

The operations could be repeated as many times as the user requires. Therefore, it will be 
understood that the present invention would permit a user to simultaneously display any number 
of windows without overriding the content of the windows having a depressed pushpin symbol 
therein. See column 5, lines 35-45. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7 Claims 10, 11, 12, 13, 32, and 33, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaStrange in view of Rivette et ah, USPN 5,623,679 filed (4/18/96) in 
further view of Fagioli USPN 6,710,790 filed 8/13/04. 
In reference to independent claim 10, LaStrange teaches: 

A first and second document text displayed simultaneously while maintaining the 
single navigational focus (see Figure 5 and column 5, lines 25-45). The figure illustrates a link 
within the first document, which specifies the second document text. Furthermore, the reference 
discloses the enabling of a sticky page feature, which maintains the current display page of the 
browser and creates a second display page next to the first display page. This second page causes 
a shift in the navigational focus to the second document. See column 3, lines 57-67. Figure 5 
illustrates a pinning process utilized within the web page that causes a change from a first 
document context to a second document context and therefore changes a navigational view from 
a user's point of view. However, LaStrange fails to teach a single navigational focus, which calls 
for a single set of navigational controls in a user interface configured to control all contexts 
within a frame of the display when the contexts are the subject of the single navigational focus. 
Figure 30, of Rivette, illustrates a common navigational control in the user interface to control 
the second document context in the second frame. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of LasStrange and Rivette before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the distinct browser control features taught by LaStrange and 



Application/Control Number: 09/556,865 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2178 

provide a control feature that would allow a user to manipulate both frames with one control or 
button and provide a easily recognizable control feature for manipulating documents. 

The LaStrange reference discloses pages, which could be overlapped or reduced in size 
either programmatically or at the user's control. The particular implementation of the window 
sizing and positioning is a matter of choice. However, LaStrange fails to explicitly teach 
displaying a viewport to the first document context as a pinned page overlayed on the second 
document context. Fagioli teaches the automatic adjustment and display of images through a 
viewport. See column 5, lines 1-7. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of LaStrange and Fagioli before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the window sizing and positioning taught by LaStrange to include the viewport methods 
of Fagioli, because, with the adjustments made to the window, it would have provided the author 
the added benefit of having a proficient view of the single navigational focus within the 
document display. 

In reference to independent claim 11, the claim reflects the system comprising computer 
readable instructions used for performing the methods as claimed in independent claim 10, 
respectively, and in further view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 
In reference to dependent claim 12, LaStrange teaches: 

The user selectively retains the display of the first web page while simultaneously 
viewing the contents of the second web page. See column 4, lines 33-36. 
In reference to dependent claim 13, LaStrange teaches: 
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The web page can contain hyperlinks, which provide the user with a means to load 
another web page into the browser. Hyperlinks are associated with URL addresses pointing to 
unique locations of information in the computing network. See column 4, lines 1-8. 
In reference to dependent claim 32, LaStrange teaches: 

The web page can contain hyperlinks, which provide the user with a means to load 
another web page into the browser. Hyperlinks are associated with URL addresses pointing to 
unique locations of information in the computing network. See column 4, lines 1-8. 
In reference to dependent claim 33, LaStrange teaches: 

The operations could be repeated as many times as the user requires. Therefore, it will be 
understood that the present invention would permit a user to simultaneously display any number 
of windows without overriding the content of the windows having a depressed pushpin symbol 
therein. See column 5, lines 35-45. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed February 16, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
moot in view of the newly formed rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 571-272-4127. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). , 
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